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SARA B. THOMAS 
State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #5867 
 
BEN P. MCGREEVY 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #8712 
P.O. Box 2816 
Boise, ID 83701 
(208) 334-2712 
 
 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff-Respondent,  ) NO. 43715 
      ) 
v.      ) BANNOCK COUNTY  
      )  NO. CR 2015-3868 
CHRISTOPHER W. GOOCH,  )  
      ) APPELLANT'S    
 Defendant-Appellant.  )  REPLY BRIEF 
________________________________) 
 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
Pursuant to a plea agreement, Christopher W. Gooch pleaded guilty to felony 
injury to children.  The district court imposed a unified sentence of six years, with three 
years fixed, and retained jurisdiction.  Mr. Gooch appealed, asserting the district court 
abused its discretion by retaining jurisdiction over him rather than placing him 
on probation. 
 In its Respondent’s Brief, the State argued Mr. Gooch’s appeal is moot because 
the district court has since placed Mr. Gooch on probation.  (See Resp. Br., pp.1-2.)  
This Reply Brief is necessary to acknowledge that the district court has placed 
Mr. Gooch on probation. 
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Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
The statement of the facts and course of proceedings were previously articulated 
in Mr. Gooch’s Appellant’s Brief.  They need not be repeated in this Reply Brief, but are 
incorporated herein by reference thereto. 
 
ISSUE 
Did the district court abuse its discretion by retaining jurisdiction over Mr. Gooch rather 
than placing him on probation? 
 
 
ARGUMENT 
 In his Appellant’s Brief, Mr. Gooch asserted the district court abused its discretion 
by retaining jurisdiction over him rather than placing him on probation.  (App. Br., pp.4-
7.)  The State argues in the Respondent’s Brief that the issue Mr. Gooch raised is moot 
because the district court already granted the relief to which he claimed he was entitled.  
(Resp. Br., p.2.)  As the State noted (Resp. Br., p.2), the Idaho Supreme Court has 
held, “[a]n issue becomes moot if it does not present a real and substantial controversy 
that is capable of being concluded by judicial relief.”  State v. Barclay, 149 Idaho 6, 9 
(2010) (internal quotation marks omitted). 
 Mr. Gooch acknowledges that the district court, following the filing of the 
Appellant’s Brief, has placed him on probation.  (See Minute Entry & Order of Probation, 
Feb. 17, 2016.)1  Specifically, after the district court received the evaluation from the 
officials at the Jurisdictional Review Committee recommending probation, the district 
                                            
1 The Idaho Supreme Court has granted the State’s motion to augment the appellate 
record with the Minute Entry & Order of Probation.  (Order Granting Motion to Augment 
the Record, Mar. 21, 2016.) 
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court suspended the sentence and placed Mr. Gooch on probation for a period of five 
years.  (Minute Entry & Order of Probation, pp.1-2.) 
 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Gooch respectfully requests this Court grant relief as it deems appropriate. 
 DATED this 6th day of April, 2016. 
 
      __________/s/_______________ 
      BEN P. MCGREEVY 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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